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1 Overview

OMA organizes on regular basis interoperability events that enable OMA members to validate their implementation against others. During the last interoperability event, an interpretation difference has been observed with regards to type of ID payload for the IDi and IDr fields in MIKEY messages when delivering an MSK.

2 Proposal

MBMS specifications (3GPP TS 33.246) define two types of information that is carried in the ID payloads:

1. B-TID which has the following format: base64([random data])@[FQDN of the BSF]

2. NAF-ID which corresponds to the fully qualified domain name of the NAF and therefore has the following format:  xxx.yyy.zzz

Within the MIKEY RFC 3830, ID payloads are carried with a specific type/format:

1. NAI (Network Access Identifier) – RFC 2486

2. URI (Uniform Resource Identifiers) – RFC 2396 – having the format:

<scheme>:<scheme-specific-part>

The B-TID is clearly identified as type NAI in the 3GPP TS 33.220 specifications “The B-TID value shall be also generated in format of NAI by taking the base64 encoded […]”, however none of the aforementioned specifications do clarify which ID payload type should be used for the NAF-ID.
3 Requested Action(s)

When analyzing the RFC 2486 and RFC 2396 to determine the correct match, the type NAI has been determined to be more adequate for describing NAF-ID. 

In order to ensure interoperability, and in order to ensure that there are no interpretation differences, 3GPP is advised to clarify the type of each ID payload (IDi and IDr) in the 3GPP MBMS specifications.
4 Conclusion

OMA BCAST WG thanks 3GPP for their assistance and looks forward to continued cooperation.
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